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FIG. 1A
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FIG. 6A
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1
TRULY TAMPER-EVIDENT CONTAINER

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION

This mvention relates to product packaging, specifically,
the tamper-proofing of product containers.

Man has always required various storage containers for
transporting and holding various goods such as water, wine,
grains, precious metals, etc. Different goods required difler-
ent types of containers (pots, bottles, etc.), but they were
often large and made of heavy materials which made the cost
ol transportation very expensive and dithcult, and, due to
insuilicient securities 1n place such as weak locks, the
maternials used (1vory, shellac, or rubber), lack of surveil-
lance systems, etc., could easily be stolen, broken into, or
tampered with.

The Tylenol scare 1n the early 1980s was an eye-opener
for everyone throughout the world, especially for the manu-
facturers of pharmaceutical products that are taken orally.
The sabotaging of eye drop products, as well as numerous
other copycat product-tampering crimes, forced the public to
demand safer packaging that could not be tampered with.
With the onslaught of numerous lawsuits against manufac-
turers, companies responded with new protections (safety
shrink bands, glued outer packaging cartons, tape strips,
etc.) to serve as inexpensive early warning systems to let
customers know 1f a product may have been tampered with.

Consumers have always wanted reliable, high-quantity
products that are inexpensive and easy to use. The manu-
tacturers, with the fear of lawsuits and their reputations on
the line, try to accommodate the consumers in this regard
while trying to make the packaging unencumbering and safe
to use, all while trying to keep their manufacturing costs to
a minimum. They could make their packaging safe out of
heavy, expensive materials, such as steel or glass, but the
costs would be prohibitive and not convenient for their
customers. If they are made of cheap materials with poor
designs and construction, they risk having products that may
be easily tampered with. Where 1s the balance of safety and
convenience at a reasonable cost? This 1s the dilemma the
manufacturers face.

Back 1n 1841, an American portrait painter named John
Rand needed containers for his messy paints, so he invented
the squeezable metal tube or collapsible tube. In 1870, New
Yorker Henry Palmer patented a screw-top collapsible con-
tainer intended for the storage of condensed medicinal
extracts. The screw-top collapsible container, collapsible
tube or squeeze tube, 1s still very prevalent amongst today’s
products found in pharmacies throughout the world. They
are mexpensive, lightweight, and easy to carry or transport.

In 1889, toothpaste 1 a tube was introduced by Johnson
& Johnson. It 1s the most common 1tem sold 1n collapsible
tubes to this day and almost every household has at least a
tew collapsible tubes 1in their home. Collapsible tubes are
just one of the many excellent candidates for tamper-evident
containers.

A few collapsible tube closures or systems have been
proposed—itor example, in U.S. Pat. No. 10,435,198 to
Turcotte (2019), U.S. Pat. No. 4,181,246 to Norris (1980),
and Bray Pub. No.: US 2009/0065528 (2009 Mar. 12)/U.S.
Provisional Pat. App No. 60/970,750, U.S. Pat. No. 9,499,
313 to Zhong, et al, but they do not use a simple, cost-
ellective manner in which to keep potential saboteurs from
perpetrating dastardly acts on product containers, many of
which are pharmaceutical products to be taken orally or
rubbed onto one’s skin. This would include the region of the
nose and mouth known as the “Danger Triangle of the Face.”
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These substances and medicines should carry the utmost
protection from those who would want to cause harm or 1ll
will by means of disfiguring another person’s face, body,
ruining their overall health, or, worse yet, the killing of the
products’ users.

Turcotte’s patent, more or less, deals with maximizing the
amount of space on the packaging, so as to increase the
amount of space for advertising. Norris’s “Closure for A
Collapsible Tube” involves a collapsible tube container with
a top which has a rotating spherical ball where the product
dispenses from various ports. Bray’s Tube Packaging Sys-
tem has the “head” lid section molded into the main body
where the product 1s located, rather than most tube lids that
are added as a second piece to the main body. Bray 1s going
alter a reduced number of components to reduce the cost of
the tube, which 1s fine, but not 11 1t’s at the expense of the
consumer’s health, protection, and well-being, or the share-
holders of a publicly-traded corporation with regard to the
potential sabotage of the product’s contents.

Zhong, et al. patent 1s, like many of the researched
patents, very elaborate and involves a rotatable and remov-
able cap that 1s mounted on a tube. It includes fixed wings,
a safety outer ring, multiple satety pawls which are equally
distributed on the mner side of the outer safety ring, and a
ratchet tooth that, when engaged, won’t allow reversible
motion. Such intricate safety caps are usually cost-prohibi-
tive to a manufacturer, and thus the customer, to whom the
manufacturer would have to pass on this exorbitant cost.

The problem 1s that many of these products are 1n a
competitive field, which includes generic brands once the
patents expire, so the manufacturers are not 1n a position to
pass on the high packaging costs to the customer. Many of
these containers are not really tamper-evident as they are
located on the outside of the container and can be taken off.
There 1s no universal system of tamper-evident protection,
so packaging varies from one product to another and this
leaves the customer not knowing 11 there was supposed to be
a tamper-evident tape or safety shrink band, etc. on the
container, or not. The high-end, intricate, tamper-evident
containers are cost-prohibitive and that 1s why many of them
are not 1n use today. It comes down to a cost-versus-benefit
analysis on the part of the manufacturers. They justify that
the odds of someone tampering with their product and
causing harm to someone 1s not likely, so they spend just
enough to make the packaging safe enough to instill confi-
dence in the customers.

Even to this day, many of the healthcare and personal
hygiene consumer products are packaged 1n a way that 1s
casily susceptible to sabotage. At a recent packaging trade
show, 1t was pointed out that 30% of the safety shrink bands
on packaging do not do their job as intended. They can be
stretched, manipulated, or otherwise taken off without
breaking off. Many containers have a cap that 1s screwed
onto the container body. The only obstacle blocking a
criminal with 11l intent from slipping a foreign substance nto
the container 1s a piece of foil or paper covering the spout
where the product exits. In fact, even to this day, numerous
companies do not even use this foil or paper. Many people
don’t even check to see 1 the product has a piece of foil or
paper protecting the contents. This would involve unscrew-
ing the top 1n a retail store. How many people are going to
do that? If there 1s no foil or paper covering the spout, how
does the customer know 1f this i1s the standard operating
procedure with how the manufacturer packages their product
or not? Many customers assume there i1s nothing to be
concerned about since so many manufacturers still make
their products without the tamper-evident foil on the spout.
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Anyone who wants to do 11l will can simply unscrew the cap
and put a foreign substance into the container. If there 1s a
piece of fo1l covering the spout, anybody could simply lift
the tabs on the foil and slip 1n a foreign substance, or keep
the fo1l 1n place without lifting the pull tabs and puncture the
to1l using a hypodermic needle to inject, say, an acid. Then,
they could simply place a piece of foi1l from an 1dentical
product on top. One could probably get away with simply
leaving the needle puncture mark in the foil without anyone
noticing as the odds of anybody noticing would be quite
small. It’s a numbers game. They could use a needle on a
hundred packages and maybe only a few would be discov-
ered.

For most products, each time the product 1s used, the cap
must be unscrewed to get to the contents and then screwed
back on once the product has been dispensed. This 1s a waste
of time played out by people across the world each day. To
save time, product designers came up with the flip-up lid, but
this just added another entry point for saboteurs and are
mostly for slow, gel-like-viscosity products like shampoo,
lotions, and toothpaste. Most product packages, including
those that have a screw-on cap, and/or a flip-up lid, are
susceptible to sabotage. It 1s 1n everyone’s best interest, both
for consumers and the manufacturers, to make sure that all
consumer product containers are made tamper-evident to
reduce serious 1illness, injury, or death.

Today’s consumer product containers sufler from a num-
ber of disadvantages:

(a) They can easily be tampered with simply by unscrew-
ing the cap from the product body and adding a foreign
substance through the spout. Many stores run skeleton crews
on the sales floor which allows saboteurs to easily tamper
with products without being discovered.

(b) They can easily be tampered with by simply peeling
back a piece of “tamper-evident” tape located at the lid
opening on the outside of the cap.

(c) The fo1l or paper covering the spout where the product
exits can simply be peeled back, taken ofl entirely, have a
new foil placed on top of, or in place of, the original fo1l after
the product has been sabotaged by inserting a hypodermic
needle, etc.

(d) There 1s no consistency with product protection from
one company’s products to another’s. That 1s, some com-
panies use foil to cover their spouts and some use nothing.
I1 they don’t all use the same universal protection system (all
use foil covering the spout, a tape on the outside of the cap,
safety shrink band, etc.), then how does the customer really
know 1f the product has had these “tamperprool” items
removed from the container or if the manufacturer never
used them to begin with? How do customers know which
“tamperproof” system 1s being applied by the different
manufacturers 11 any? When a customer purchases an 1tem,
it’s usually one “facing”, that 1s, each unique item has one
stock-keeping unit (SKU) on the counter shell with the
identical 1tem directly behind 1t. The customer usually just
picks out a product and sets 1t into their shopping basket or
cart. He or she doesn’t check to see how the other 1dentical
items lined up behind their product are protected (with a
safety shrink band, outer tape, fo1l over the spout, etc.). The
customer doesn’t have the time to check every purchase they
make at a store. Also, product packaging changes often, so
what once may have been the product tamper-proofing
system on a product, may have changed to an entirely unique
tamper-proofing system the next time the customer pur-
chases the same product.

(e) Very few of today’s product containers have a clear,
see-through cap and/or 1id. If the customer can’t see through
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4

to the spout foil (if there 1s one), how do they know whether
the product has been tampered with, or not?

(1) Most, 1f not all, “tamper-evident saleguards” are
located on the outside of the packaging where saboteurs
have easy access to taking ofl, peeling back, stretching,

altering, or removing these “protections” unbeknownst to
the customer.

BRIEF SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION

In accordance with one embodiment, a product packaging,
container assembly comprises a tube 1n a clear, see-through
cap, a body with a spout, and tape.

A number of advantages of my Truly Tamper-evident
Container will become evident:

(a) The Truly Tamper-evident Container i1s difhicult to
defeat because 1t 1s mside the cap, so 1t 1s safer and gives a
greater sense of confidence 1n the product to the customer.

(b) The customer can immediately know whether the
product has been tampered with, or not, simply by looking
through the clear cap at the safety cape to see 1f it 1s broken
Or not.

(c) It 1s more streamlined (by approximately 10%), so 1t
uses fewer raw materials for the manufacturer and wastes
less valuable shelt space for the retailer and consumer.

(d) Time saved for the consumer who no longer has to
waste time screwing on and screwing ofl the cap each time
they use the product (which 1s daily 1n many instances).

(¢) Corporations will not have nearly as many lawsuits
brought against them, due to the fact that their products will
be much harder to tamper with.

(1) Customers will no longer have to open the lid before
purchasing to see for themselves whether the product has
been tampered with.

Accordingly, several advantages of one or more aspects
are as follows: to provide product packaging containers that
are truly simple and tamper-evident, quick to apply, greatly
reduce/avoid injury or death to the consumer, have the
public trust of the products with regard to the purity of their
contents/ingredients, bring about goodwill for manufactur-
ers who are proactive 1 combating the sabotage of their
products, increased insurance of safety, better protection
from lawsuits against manufacturers, retained or increased
sales of name brands and generic brands due to a higher,
newtlound trust of manufacturers, shows manufacturers took
good-faith effort/initiative in safely securing their products
for their customers, lower lawsuit costs, reduced manufac-
turing costs due to fewer manufacturing steps which lead to
higher margins, and a smaller, more streamlined cap, with
potential savings, passed on to customers. These and other
advantages of one or more aspects will become apparent
from a consideration of the ensuing description and draw-
Ings.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

In the drawings, closely related figures have the same
number but different alphabetic suflixes.

FIG. 1A 1s a front perspective view of a tamper-evident
container with a tube of one embodiment.

FIG. 1B 1s a tamper-evident container with a body neck on
a flat body top of another embodiment.

FIG. 1C 1s a tamper-evident container with footing and no
spout on the body of another embodiment.

FIG. 1D 1s a tamper-evident container with sloping sides
hidden within the cap that 1s sealed to the sides of a topless
body of another embodiment.
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FIG. 1E 1s a tamper-evident container with a streamlined
cap that 1s sealed to a slightly-sloped spoutless body of
another embodiment.

FIG. 2A 1s a flat, unfolded safety tape with no visible
breakaway points and an average distance between the two
punch holes of one embodiment.

FIG. 2B 1s a safety tape with one breakaway point of
another embodiment.

FIG. 2C 1s a safety tape with two breakaway points and
a greater distance between the two punch holes of another
embodiment.

FIG. 2D 1s a safety tape with two broken breakaway
points and a shorter distance between the two punch holes of
another embodiment.

FIG. 3 1s a side view of a folded safety tape.

FIGS. 4A, 4B, and 4C are front views of various folded
safety tapes with narrowed breakaway point(s). FIG. 4B has
two breakaway points.

FIGS. 5A, 5B, 5C, and 3D are top views of various safety
tape shapes and sizes as they sit on the plateau of collapsible
tubes.

FIG. 6 A 1s a side view of an ajar cap that shows the safety
tape about to spring the taut safety shrink band of one
embodiment.

FIG. 6B 1s a side view of an ajar cap which shows the
safety tape has been torn apart. The safety tape 1s only at the
front half of the container as 1t does not go beyond the crater,
nor the spout, of another embodiment.

FIG. 6C 1s a front exploded view of a cap that shows a
centrally-located slack safety tape, which covers the spout,
within a cylinder-shaped safety tape sleeve.

FIG. 6D 1s a front exploded view of a cap that shows

safety tape as members on the top and bottom of a safety
shrink band.
FIG. 7A 1s a front view of a tamper-evident container with

the safety shrink band around a spout.
FIG. 7B 1s a front view ol a closed tamper-evident
container with scaled snap-ofl studs of one embodiment.

DRAWINGS REFERENCE NUMERALS

10 Body

12 Cap

14 Lid

16 Body Spout

18 Hinge

20 Crater

22 Plateau

24 Plateau Rim

26 Tube

28 Footing

30 Breakaway Point
32 Punch Hole

34 Thumb Dent

36 Dent Overhang
38 O-ring

40 Safety Shrink Band
42 Body Slope

44 Snap-ofl Studs
46 Safety Tape

48 Cap Spout

50 Body Neck

52 Safety Tape Fold
54 Sticky Side

56 Non-sticky Side
58 Safety Tape Sleeve
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60 Inner Wall (of the Iid)

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

One embodiment of the Truly Tamper-evident Container
1s 1llustrated in FIG. 1A (front view). The container is
comprised of a cap (12) and a body (10), and can generally
be made from a wide variety of plastics including polyeth-
ylene, high-density polyethylene (HDPE), low-density poly-
cthylene (LDPE), polyethylene terephthalate (PET), etc., to
hermetically seal and store such goods as shampoos, facial
soaps, cosmetics, lotions, detergents, bleaches, motor oil,
and numerous other products with varying degrees of vis-
cosity. Steel, aluminum, and other metals can be used as well
to store other contents such as paints and combustible
liquads.

The cap (12) 1s clear and see-through which allows the
customer to know immediately if the product about to be
purchased has been tampered with or not. A screwless or
threadless tube (26) 1s shown to descend vertically to an
accepting screwless or threadless body neck (30). It could
also be connected at a spout (16), brim, sides, or flanged top
of the body. On the plateau (22) 1s a cap spout (48) where
the product’s contents, housed in the body (10), comes out.

FIG. 2B shows a flat, unfolded, FIG. 8 shape safety tape
(46) with one extended breakaway pomnt (30) which, 1f
broken, immediately imndicates to in potential customer if the
product has been opened or not. A flat, unfolded piece of
safety tape (46) can be approximately one or two inches
long, depending on the size of the plateau (22). The length
can also vary depending on the tackiness of the tape itsell,
the strength necessary to hid the tape 1n place while the lid
(14) 1s being opened, etc. Generally speaking, the larger the
area covered with safety tape and the stronger the tackiness
of tape, the better the tape holds its position while the lid
(14) 1s first opened.

FIG. 3 (side view) shows a folded safety tape (46) as it
would appear 1nside a cap (12). One of the punch holes (32)
would go around the cap spout (48) and the other punch hole
(32) would go around the crater (20). Punch holes (32) are
approximately 0.7 cm to 2 cm depending on the size of the
crater (20) and cap spout (48) that they go around. On a flat,
unfolded piece of safety tape (46), punch holes (32) are
approximately half an inch to an inch and a half away from
cach other. The farther the punch holes (32) are away from
one another, the wider the 11d 1s allowed to open before the
safety tape (46) becomes taut, and finally breaks. Therefore,
the opposite 1s true. The shorter the distance between the
punch holes means the lid does not open as wide before the
safety tape (46) tears, thus, 1t 1s that much harder for t
saboteur to try to put a foreign substance in through the cap
spout (48). The tacky, sticky side (54) of the satety tape (46)
1s on the outer side, while the non-tacky, non-sticky side (56)
1s on the 1mner side of the tape.

FIG. 4A (front view) shows a folded safety tape (46) with
a narrow breakaway point (30). The breakaway point can be
anywhere from approximately 0.25 cm to 2 cm or more.
Generally speaking, the narrower the width at the breakaway
point, the faster and easier it 1s for the safety tape to break
apart. FIG. 5A (top view) shows a safety tape (46) com-
pletely surrounding the cap spout (48). FIG. 6B (side view)
shows a broken safety tape (46) and a slightly ajar id (14).

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF TH.
INVENTION

(Ll

The threadless tube (26), which 1s a member of the cap,
1s glued to the threadless body neck (50) by means of,
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perhaps, a heat-activated adhesive. As shown 1n FIG. 1A,
there 1s not a male section screw-on thread system with an
accepting female screw-on portion as 1s the case with many
consumer products. This permanent connection of the cap
(12) to the body (10) eliminates one main entry point to the

product body for any potential saboteur.
A flat, unfolded safety tape (FIG. 2B) or a pre-folded

safety tape (46), as shown 1n FIGS. 3 and 4A, 1s adhered to
the underside of the lid (14) and to the top of the plateau
(22). The sticky side (54) 1s on the outside and the non-sticky
side (56) 1s on the mnner side of the folded safety tape (46)
which starts on the underside of the lid (14) near the hinge
(18) and mmner wall (60) of the lid (FIG. 1E). The tape
continues towards the center where a punch hole (32) allows
for the safety tape (46) to go over and/or around the crater
(20) and continue on towards the front opening of the lid
(14). A breakaway point (30), generally located at the
midway point on the safety tape (46), 1s located just inside
at the front of the Iid (14). It 1s not mandatory that the tape
1s adhered to the inner wall (60) of the lid at this point, so
it doesn’t have to have a sticky substance 1n this section of
the tape. The safety tape (46) drops down to and 1s adhered
to, the plateau as 1t runs back toward the cap spout (48).
Another punch hole allows the safety tape (46) to move over
and/or around the cap spout (48) as 1t moves towards the
hinge (18). It comes to a stop at the safety tape fold (52) near
the edge of the plateau rnm (24) just before the hinge (18).
The satety tape (46) never leaves outside of the cap (12),
and, 1s thus, self-contained and free from being sabotaged
without being detected. The safety tape (46) 1s generally
compressed with some slack while it 1s 1n 1ts resting place.
Once the l1id (14) 1s opened for the first time, the safety tape
(46) becomes taut until 1t reaches its breaking point and tears
apart. The broken safety tape (46) indicates that someone
has opened this container and 1t should not be purchased.
The safety tape (46) 1s to adhere to the container until the Iid
has been opened and the safety tape (46) has been broken.
Then, it peels off easily without leaving any residue.

As shown 1n FIG. 5A, only one section of the safety tape
(46), the top section adhered to the underside of the lid (14),
1s visible from above through the clear lid (14). The remain-
ing part of the satety tape (46) 1s hidden underneath this top
section and 1s adhered to the plateau (22).

As shown 1n FIG. 6B, the l1id (14) 1s open on the ajar cap
(12) and the safety tape (46) has been broken, indicating the
lid has been opened and that the customer should not
purchase this item.

FIG. 1B (front view) 1s shown with a body neck (50) and
body spout (16) on the plateau (22).

FIG. 1C (front view) 1s shown with footing (28) at the
base of the tube (26) and no spout on the top of the body
(10).

FIG. 1D (front view) 1s shown a hidden body slope (42)
within the cap (12) and a topless body (10).

FIG. 1E (front view) 1s shown with a hinge (18) connected
to a streamlined cap (12) and a gradual sloping body slope
(42). Also shown 1s the mner wall (60) of the lid.

FIGS. 5B to 5D (top view) require less safety tape (46)
covering a smaller area and accomplish the same goal of
adhering to the Iid (14) and plateau (22), but they would
require a tape with a stronger tackiness due to the fact they
would be spread over a smaller area.

FIG. 6A 15 a side view that shows a taut safety tape (46)
which runs underneath a safety shrink band (40) and 1s about
to pull up on the safety shrink band (40), which would tear
it apart. An O-ring (38), or similar 1item, could be used 1n
place of the safety shrink band (40) and would pop ofl once
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the tape 1s pulled up from underneath 1t. All of these would
indicate that the lid (141) has been opened.

FIG. 6C (exploded view) 1s shown with a safety tape
sleeve (58) which will break when stretched too far. Also, a
safety tape (46) 1s shown within the safety tape sleeve (58)
which rests over the cap spout (48) to act as an extra layer
ol safety.

FIG. 6D (exploded view) 1s shown with a safety shrink
band (40) which 1s connected to safety tape (46) on the top
and bottom. The safety shrink band (40) pulls apart when
stretched too far.

FIG. 7A (front view) 1s shown with the safety shrink band
(40) around the cap spout (48). Illustrated on the outside of
the cap are the thumb dent (34) and thumb overhang (36)
which allow the consumer to easily open the lid (14).

FIG. 7B (front view) 1s shown with snap off studs (44)
which break apart to indicate when the lid (14) had been
opened.

CONCLUSION, RAMIFICATIONS, AND SCOPE

Accordingly, the reader will see that the Truly Tamper-
evident Containers of the various embodiments are a much
sater packaging system for many everyday consumer prod-
ucts which will have the consumers confident to use, and the
manufacturers confident to make without fear of lawsuits.
These containers can be produced at a nominal cost to the
manufacturers who may or may not, pass on the savings to
the customer. In addition, previously used methods of using
tape, safety shrink band, etc., outside the cap may still be
utilized as an extra layer of confidence for the customer.
There will be no more inconsistencies of products where
some manufacturers use 101l on the cap spouts, safety shrink
bands or tamper-evident tape on the outside of their con-
tainers, etc., while others do not use any such safety pro-
tection at all. There would be no more being able to unscrew
the cap from the container body and then putting a foreign
substance in through the spout. No more not being able to
see through the cap 1n order to see 1t the foil 1s on properly,
been tampered with, etc. A reduction in the number of
injuries, deaths, and lawsuits can be expected from these
new tamper-evident containers.

There 1s no excuse for not having a universally-accepted
product container where all product packaging contains the
same or nearly the same, system whereby the customer can
feel confident that the product they are purchasing has not
been tampered with. By having a clear, see-through con-
tainer cap permanently sealed to the container body, and a
folded safety tape or similar item adhered inside the cap
where no saboteur can have access to 1t without signally to
the customer that the product has been tampered with, the
public and manufacturers can feel confident that no one with
nefarious intent will ever easily succeed.

While the above description contains specificities, they
should not be construed as limitations on the scope, but
instead, as an exemplification of one or more embodiments
thereof. Many more variations are possible. For instance, the
container may be in many different forms of packaging, 1n
addition to collapsible tubes. The cap may be slightly tinted,
colored, or opaque. The size and shape may be diflerent to
accommodate the size of the cap, the tackiness of the tape,
the placement of the safety tape attached to the foil cover an
the spout, the location of the spout and crater, etc. The
breakaway point (s) may be narrower or wider or be made
of a different material that may be more diflicult or easier to
break apart than the safety tape.




US 11,618,621 B2

9

There are various possibilities with regard to how the cap
1s connected to the body, where and how the safety tape 1s
set within the cap, how other items such as safety shrink
bands, O-rings, or other 1items are used to show whether or
not a container lid has been opened or tampered with, etc.,
therefore, the scope should be determined not by the illus-
trated embodiments, but by the claims and their legal
equivalents.

I claim:

1. A tamper-evident container comprising:

a container body comprising: a screwless neck, spout,

brim, or flanged top;

at container cap comprising a lid, an opening adjacent a

front 1nner wall, a spout, a rear, hinged end, a crater on
the underside of the lid, and a threadless tube that
descends vertically from the container cap and which 1s
permanently adhered to the screwless neck, spout,
brim, or flanged top of the container body, and

a tape adhered to an underside of the lid which extends

away from the rear, hinged end of the container cap,
towards the front inner wall of the 1id, down to a plateau
on the top of the container body, and back towards the
spout and the rear, hinged end of the container cap;
wherein the tape breaks apart when the lid 1s opened for
the first time to provide visual evidence of tampering.

2. The container of claim 1 wherein the container cap and
the container body comprise polyethylene.

3. The container of claim 1 wherein the container cap and
l1id are clear or see-through.

4. The container of claim 1 wherein the spout 1s sealed
with foil, paper, or plastic.

5. The container of claim 1 wherein the spout 1s ringed by
an O-ring, a safety shrink band, a second tape, a plastic item,
or a paper 1item that comes off or breaks apart when the tape
being disposed underneath the O-ring, the safety shrink
band, the second tape, the plastic item, or the paper 1tem 1s
pulled up when the lid 1s opened.

6. The container of claim 1 wherein the tape 1s further
adhered to the mner wall of the I1id at the opening.

7. The container of claim 1 wherein the tape 1s made of
to1l, paper, or plastic.
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8. The container of claim 1 wherein the threadless tube on
the container cap 1s permanently adhered to the screwless
neck, spout, brim, or flanged top of the container body with
a heat-activated adhesive.

9. The container of claim 1 wherein the container body 1s
a collapsible tube.

10. The container of claim 1 wherein the 1id 1s a flip-top
lid.

11. The container of claim 1 wherein the tape 1s masking
tape.

12. The container of claim 1 wherein the tape 1s attached
to or 1s a member of foil, paper, or plastic material further
covering the spout.

13. The contamner of claim 1 wherein the tape 1s a
cylindrical sleeve.

14. The container of claim 13 wherein the cylindrical
sleeve 1s made of foil, paper, or plastic material.

15. The container of claim 13 wherein the cylindrical
sleeve descends from the crater down to the spout on the
plateau.

16. A method of joming a tape having a first end, an
opposite end, and a sticky side to a product packaging
container comprising a container body, and a container cap
having a lid, a front, an opening, and a plateau, comprising
the steps of: placing the first end of the tape with the sticky
side onto an underside of the lid, near a rear, hinged end of
the container cap, pressing the tape against the lid as the tape
runs toward a front end of the container cap guiding a first
punch hole 1n the tape around a crater descending from the
underside of the lid, and continuing to press the tape against
the l1id until the tape reaches the front end of the lid near the
opening; lifting an opposite end of the tape back to the rear,

hinged end of the container cap while lining up a second
punch hole 1n the tape to be able to go around a spout on the
plateau; setting the first end of the tape with the sticky side
facing down onto the plateau; closing the lid which lowers
the tape, so that the tape settles around the second punch
hole and squats 1n a resting position sticking to the plateau.
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